HW, LF 

re The Plot to Kill the President 

Foil wing HW's 31Lec72 memo on this bool*, I had a bookstore order a 
copy, it iinaj.lv- came, and I finally got around to reading it. Or. some 
aspects I am not competent, but agree with HW on all but one. Yes this 

np W R te R 22 6 Wh ° knows what is needed to construct a novel. 

2f d ^ ediy nas done better, and probably worse, like HW, I find flaws, 

^22 r v,2 nd ^’ suggest the denouement may have had to be re-done, 

possibly in haste and possibly by someone else. If the writer does not 
have firsthand experience with the 003 and the CIS he has unusual connections. 

i!? 8 oae where i find disagreement with HW is his contention 

alk ^ut one oi the intelligence agencies are correctly identified 
. . \ n ® lA ° . . P n , P age 1 30 Sen » Welles lists the DIA (but does not describes* 
~^ Q + l0ng Y othsrs * In the same Passage he describes his own 

tnS JIA ’ a f. a s ° rt of super-agency set up to coordinate all the 
f T ? n ® s ’ lnclu dmg ExA. As far as I know, the dirty work attributed 
to ihe JLk far exceeds anything of the sort I've seen credited to the DIA 

Liberty 6 ^ 8 t0 rUI1 m0;r3 to elsc ' trorLi c. marvels like the Pueblo and the 

t0 ’ 1 ir.clinae strongly -fee think that this book was 
written before the HFK and King assassinations. If so, it could 

nave oeen done . independelty by an experienced writer of this kind of 
2° v , 7~ assumi &g he was interested and well-enough informed. But I 
t more lik ^Y that was contracted for within carefully defined 

guidelines, probably during the Harrison flap, and then shelved when it 
became clear that Garrison was going to be contained. The date of its 
actual puolication, August, 1972, suggests that it actually may have 
appeared^ — ■ apparently with a new ending — in response to the Watergate 
crisis, Delore it became clear that that too, could be contained. 

let me explain. In general, there have been three types of books 
01 L- - a3Sassi nation_wmch appear to haUe been encouraged secretly but 
oixiciaiiy as indicated by ease of publication, expensive production 
joos, concerted promotions and so on. The first type' is the critics-and- 
scavengers smear like that of lewis & Schiller, and, not much better, 
a of roughly the same 1967 vintage by Charles Roberts. 

Another type is the kind represented by the Alfred Newman book, published 
a. great cost and incapable of leading to anything but confusion”! The 
xuird and most interesting ®±‘x type of these works which have enjoyed 
nexp along the way is the partial expose which stops short of really 
embarrassing anyone but reveals a few crumbs to keep the peasants from 
grumbling too much. The first example was Epstein's book. Later, when 
another wave of discontent was running, Thompson's book served much the 
same purpose in a most expensively-produced book by a publisher who 
does not normally operate in this market. Both Inquest and Six seconds 
Dallas enjoyed unrestrained publicity. They were safe to review and 
aiscuss . In my opinion both served a desired purpose by dealing with a 
lew questions the critics were raising — but* certainly not too many.' 

. o'tfr-sx’ words, both represented tactical retreats by the estab- 

lishment, whose strategic purpose was to calm troubled waters and 
condition the public to be less shocked if something reallv got .shaken 
loose one of these days. In this sense, what The Plot to” Kill ’the 
^resident does, is to plant the idea subliminally that, after all, it IS 
possible for a secret government agency to get mixed up in such things as 
assassinations. Thus, if Hunt & Go. were to panic or revolt against 
becoming scapegoats and begin blurting out a few facts or cointinv a 
ew fingers, we all have little doubt who'd be embarrassed. If this 
shouid happen, anyone who had read this book could, subeonsciously , 
with aj.i jtle help, equate their revelations with fiction. It this was 
tne intention, and if Hunt HAD talked, this book would have 



m 



been given a tremendous buildup , 
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As it worked out, the hook appears not to have been needed after 
all, and so appears only as an unheralded paperback. 

As to who wrote it, the obvious candidate is Hunt, but 1 have 
doubts ±f he actually has written 46 novels, this could be one if 
i ^ can be assumed that in so many tries he learned anything about 
writing novels, however, the one person I've talked to who has actually 
seen one of his books held his nose while discussing it. 

Probably the two strongest arguments for Hunt being the author 
are the persistent play with names (both Kelly-Kelley and Harold Marcus 
are valid examples and might prove irresistible to anyone so inclined) 
,^ e saxua l furniture of The Plot. Hunt is supposed to be very fond 
oi this sort of thing. The two actuali incidents in The P}ot are not 
essential and appear to have been injected, perhaps after an editorial 
conference. ( I once knew a paperback author" who figured he had to have 
somebody laid in every chapter or at least every other chapter or it 
wouldn't sell). And while extraneous, at least one of the" sex passages 
could have been handled with considerable less finesse. In other words, 
while not very good, I think of it as probably beyond Hunt. 

My strongest feeling that it can't be Hunt comes from the 
impressionjox objectivity and non— involvement that comes through from 
the author. This _ corresponds with nothing emerging about Hunt that I can 
thinx of. But if not Hunt, who ? I can think of no one, and so can’t 
write him off. 
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